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not enter into any such treaty. Whatever ground there 
may be for this charge in relation to the English Govern- 
ment (we think there is small ground for it at the present 
time) , nothing could be farther from the truth so far as 
concerns the movement represented by this memorial. 
The movement in the House of Commons for a treaty 
with our Government has come up from the people and 
not down from the Government. It is an expression of 
the sincere wish of a large and growing class of the 
English people that war may everywhere be abolished. 
It has fought its way to recognition at every step against 
the neglect and often the contempt of those in office, and 
is uncompromisingly opposed to the spirit of jingoism 
of which English officials have been frequently so guilty 
in their dealings with weak nations. It seeks an arbitra- 
ion treaty with the United States, not that it may thereby 
tie our hands and keep us from interfering with English 
aggression, but as the first and most natural step towards 
the creation of a series of arbitration treaties which shall 
bind all the nations of the world together and make it 
impossible for any government to go to war. 

We are glad that Mr. Cremer has met with so much 
encouragement at the Executive Mansion and the State 
Department and in his interviews with prominent Sena- 
tors and others, and shall hope that his visit may result in 
the speedy opening of the negotiations which the memo- 
rial brought by him contemplates. 

This century ought not to be allowed to close till this 
great step is taken toward the higher and diviner civiliza- 
tion which is to be the garb of the Twentieth Century. 



THE FAILURE OF THE PARIS TRIBUNAL'S 
AWARD TO PRESERVE THE SEALS. 

In December of this winter Professor Henry W. Elliott, 
the distinguished naturalist of the Smithsonian Institute, 
who knows more about Alaska and the fur seals perhaps 
than any other American, sent a letter to Congressman 
Dingley in which he seems to demonstrate conclusively 
that the putting into practice of the rules laid down by the 
Paris Tribunal, instead of resulting in the preservation 
of the seal herd, is actually hastening its destruction. 

Professor Elliott had already given it as his judgment 
in August, 1893, soon after the Tribunal reached its deci- 
sion, that the rules laid down, if carried into effect, would 
actually cause a larger catch by the pelagic sealers in 
1894 than had been made in previous years. The figures 
show that his anticipation was correct. The number of 
skins taken by 65 Canadian schooners in 1892 was 
20,385 ; by 55 schooners in 1893, 29,113 ; by 59 schoon- 
ers in 1894, 38,044. The American fleet which is small, 
consisting of only five or six vessels, took 9419 skins in 
1894, as against 7000 in 1893 and 4500 in 1892. This 
means, if continued, the swift extermination of seal life 
from the land and waters of Alaska. 



The feeding ground of the seals is not limited by the 
60 mile zone around the Pribyloff Islands. They go 
out 80 and 120 miles. Outside of the 60 mile limit the 
pelagic sealers are allowed to kill the seals except from 
first of May to the first of August, but are not allowed to 
use fire arms at any time. This prohibition of the use of 
fire arms, Professor Elliott says, is one of the fatal defects 
of the Paris regulations. With the spear the seals are 
killed silently and the herd is not frightened back into 
the protected zone. If fire arms were used, many of 
them would be scared by the noise and would flee back 
into the protected region about the Pribyloff Islands. As 
the regulations now stand, the seals will continue to go 
out into the choice feeding grounds beyond the 60 mile 
limit, to the west and southwest, until the last one is 
killed. 

Last year only about half the pelagic fleet was out- 
fitted with skilled native spearmen. This year the whole 
fleet will have native spearmen and the catch will prob- 
ably be nearly twice as great. 

In 1890 Professor Elliott carefully surveyed the breed- 
ing grounds on the Pribyloff Islands and found 600,000 
female seals and about 8000 adult males, as against 
1,500,000 females and 90,000 adult males which he 
found there in 1872-74. Of the bachelor or killable 
seals, permitted by the United States law to be taken on 
land, he found in 1890 only 100,000, or about one tenth 
of the number which existed in 1872, and fully 80,000 of 
these were pups only a year old. 

The whole land catch last year was only 16,030 young 
male seals fit for market. The number will not be much 
over half as large this year, on account of the rapid 
destruction of the females which, though not allowed to 
be molested on the land, go out into the open sea beyond 
the 60 mile zone and are there killed by the pelagic 
sealers. It is this destruction of the females which the 
Paris rules have not only not prevented but have much 
increased. The whole herd at the present rate will be 
practically destroyed in less than ten years more. 

Two courses of action are suggested by the Smichson- 
ian naturalist : First, let us make a fair and honest 
attempt to enlist the aid of England in so modifying the 
Paris regulations as to protect the females in the open 
sea. If this can not be done, our Government should 
repeal the law of 1868-70 prohibiting the killing of the 
females on land, so that we may at least get our share of 
the herd while it is being destroyed, and turn the pro- 
ceeds into the public treasury to meet the expense which 
we now have to undergo in keeping our patrol ships in 
Behring Sea during the close season. 

If the facts are as here stated, and there is little reason 
to believe the contrary, it ought to be a comparatively 
easy matter for the two Governments of the United 
States and Great Britain to arrive at such a modification 
of the present regulations as will result in the preserva- 
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tion of the seal industry. We can not believe that 
Great Britain, if rightly approached in the matter, will 
insist on such a rigid observance of the Paris decision as 
will inevitably, in the course of a few years, banish seal- 
skins from her market. Two Governments which have 
already gone so far in the attempt to reach a peaceful 
and satisfactory solution of the difficulty, are pledged by 
their past action to go still further, if necessary. That 
they will both of them do so, fairly and honestly, we 
have not the slightest reason to doubt. 

In any event, the Behring Sea Arbitration has not 
been a failure. The whole seal herd had better perish, 
ten times over, than that the two countries should have 
a single week of actual war. This from the economic 
standpoint alone. From the higher standpoint of morals 
and religion no comparison can be made. The world 
would not seriously suffer from the total destruction of 
the sealskin industry. A war between the United States 
and Great Britain, at this late day, would be an unspeak- 
able crime, from which every nation on the face of the 
globe would suffer incalculably, both economically and 
morally. 

THE QUESTION OF ALSACE-LORRAINE. 

The Editor of La Conference Interparlementaire, Dr. 
Gobat, comments as follows on the circular issued by the 
Universal Peace Union of Philadelphia containing the 
request of "Pan- Aryan" in the Review of Reviews to the 
German emperor to give back the French-speaking part 
of Alsace-Lorraine to France : 

" Certainly, this request is the manifestation of a good 
disposition. It springs from the incontestably right idea 
that the annexation of Alsace-Lorraine to Germany is the 
cause of the present distress and social peril of the na- 
tions, that this unjust, imprudent, inconsiderate act is 
leading all Europe on to a bloody revolution. 

" But the question being put in the form in which the 
American circular gives it, we see at once a lot of inter- 
rogation points. Does there exist a sovereign with a 
heart sufficiently great, noble and strong as to give up 
voluntarily an unjust acquisition? Does the nation van- 
quished in 1870 itself possess sufficient greatness of soul 
to see in the giving back of the annexed provinces any- 
thing but an act of weakness and pusillanimity ? Finally, 
if Metz should become French, and Strassburg and Mul- 
house German, would that settle the Alsace-Lorraine 
difficulty ? 

"Frankly, we ask time for reflection before answering 
any of these questions in the affirmative. Chauvinism is 
more intense to-day than ever. 

"In our opinion, peace and security will reign on our 
continent when Alsace and Lorraine, which have been for 
centuries the battlefield of Europe, and which France, on 
three different occasions, has not been able to preserve 
from invasion, shall be neither German nor French ; not 
before. The population of this territory does not itself 
certainly desire any other solution." 

The creation of an independent state out of this terri- 
tory, as here suggested by Dr. Gobat, would probably 



settle the conflict forever. But how is this to be brought 
about? The " chauvinisme vivace" of which he speaks 
would not very readily consent to such a thing just now. 
A great change of spirit would have to come to both Ger- 
many and France before such a surrender of long-claimed 
rights would be possible. The thing which is most nat- 
ural and in harmony with the spirit of our age would be 
for the two countries to turn over the whole question to 
the people of the provinces themselves and let them say 
what they wish to do with themselves. They have been 
kicked and bandied about long enough by the great 
powers. The sense of justice alone ought to lead both 
Germany and France to turn over their future destinies 
to themselves. But one might put a good many interro- 
gation points to this proposition also. 

The only thing that can be done now is for the friends 
of peace in these two great nations and in all other na- 
tions to go on inculcating the doctrines of justice and of 
peace and goodwill until a new idea of patriotism shall 
prevail and the old chauvinism shall disappear. Among 
the means of bringing about this new spirit is the pres- 
entation, by the friends of peace, to both nations, from 
time to time, of every possible solution of the question of 
these disturbing provinces. We do not expect any im 
mediate results from such propositions as that contained 
in the Review of Reviews, but the duty of making them 
is not on that account the less. Every means of influ- 
ence should be used, and used often, which will hasten 
the solution of a question whose existence is a source of 
so much peril to all the best interests of Europe and the 
world. 

Since writing the above, we have found in Les Etats- 
Unis d'Europe, the following discussion of the proposi- 
tion made by the anonymous writer in the Review of Re- 
views. Madame Jeanne Rival who writes it is an Alsa- 
tian and has made a special study of the subject : 

" The delimitation given in the map which accompa- 
nies the resume" of which we have given an extract is abso- 
lutely arbitrary and erroneous. In reality, German and 
French are spoken every where in Alsace-Lorraine. "The 
annexed provinces, now French, now German, present a 
mixture of the manners, customs and language of the 
two neighboring countries which have possessed them in 
turn. 

" The demarcation to be made between these two oppo- 
site influences does not depend upon geographical lines 
but rather upon the classes of the population. The well- 
to-do bourgeoisie, those having property to rent, the 
traders and the large manufacturers use French in their 
daily life, as well at Strassburg, Colmar and particularly 
Mulhouse, as at Metz ; while the working classes of the 
people and the peasants use by preference and almost en- 
tirely the Alsatian dialect. Nowhere do the inhabitants 
of Alsace-Lorraine use among themselves the true Ger- 
man, which remains the official language, imposed by 
force — and received with bad grace. 

"It is important to understand thoroughly this fact that 
the dialect of the country which varies from locality to 
locality, if it contains German roots, does not much re- 



